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Abstract
Background: Cognitive ageing is a major burden for society and a major influence in lowering
people's independence and quality of life. It is the most feared aspect of ageing. There are large
individual differences in age-related cognitive changes. Seeking the determinants of cognitive ageing
is a research priority. A limitation of many studies is the lack of a sufficiently long period between
cognitive assessments to examine determinants. Here, the aim is to examine influences on cognitive
ageing between childhood and old age.
Methods/Design: The study is designed as a follow-up cohort study. The participants comprise
surviving members of the Scottish Mental Survey of 1947 (SMS1947; N = 70,805) who reside in the
Edinburgh area (Lothian) of Scotland. The SMS1947 applied a valid test of general intelligence to all
children born in 1936 and attending Scottish schools in June 1947. A total of 1091 participants make
up the Lothian Birth Cohort 1936. They undertook: a medical interview and examination; physical
fitness testing; extensive cognitive testing (reasoning, memory, speed of information processing,
and executive function); personality, quality of life and other psycho-social questionnaires; and a
food frequency questionnaire. They have taken the same mental ability test (the Moray House Test
No. 12) at age 11 and age 70. They provided blood samples for DNA extraction and testing and
other biomarker analyses. Here we describe the background and aims of the study, the recruitment
procedures and details of numbers tested, and the details of all examinations.
Discussion: The principal strength of this cohort is the rarely captured phenotype of lifetime
cognitive change. There is additional rich information to examine the determinants of individual
differences in this lifetime cognitive change. This protocol report is important in alerting other
researchers to the data available in the cohort.
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Normal cognitive ageing and its determinants
There are increasing numbers of elders in the UK popula-
tion, and the problems of ageing are deservedly attracting
more research interest [1]. Cognitive decline is the single
most feared aspect of growing old [2]. Identifying the cer-
ebral basis for age-related cognitive decline is amongst the
greatest challenges to improving the health of older peo-
ple [3]. Age-related cognitive decline reduces quality of
life, is an increasing burden to sufferers and their families,
and places a massive financial load on society [4]. The
spectrum of decline ranges from normal cognitive ageing,
through Mild Cognitive Impairment, to the dementias
[5]. The Lothian Birth Cohort 1936 study addresses the
milder end of the spectrum. This is an especially impor-
tant problem because it involves such large numbers of
people compared with the dementias.
As humans grow older, some important cognitive func-
tions deteriorate, even in the absence of dementia [6].
Abilities such as memory, reasoning, and spatial ability all
decline, on average, with age [7]. Not everyone declines
equally: some people show marked cognitive declines as
they grow older, whereas others maintain cognitive skills
relatively well in old age [7]. Normal cognitive ageing is a
continuous trait. It is rare to be able to study this phenom-
enon, because there are few samples that have had cogni-
tive testing performed more than once and with a
sufficient amount of time between the measurements. We
previously described the distribution of normal cognitive
change across almost 70 years, from age 11 to age 79 [8].
Before interventions can be found to enhance the lives of
older people, the determinants of individual differences
in general and specific aspects of cognitive ageing must be
discovered.
Discovering the determinants of non-pathological cogni-
tive ageing has scientific and practical value: it will be
informative about the mechanisms of cognition, and it
can suggest interventions to promote successful cognitive
ageing [9]. The major determinant of cognitive function
in old age is cognitive function in youth [8,10]. It accounts
for about 50% of the variance, leaving about half unac-
counted for. Therefore, it is valuable first to assess cogni-
tion in youth – when cognitive assessment is unaffected
by the processes of age and age-related illness – and then
re-assess cognition in old age. The Lothian Birth Cohort
1936 is rare in having such data. Among the other deter-
minants of normal cognitive ageing are genetic, medical,
psychological, and social and lifestyle factors [3,11-15].
The following are examples of factors that have some evi-
dence of an association with differences in normal cogni-
tive ageing: smoking [16], physical fitness [17,18],
personality [19,20], cardiovascular disease [20,21], social
and intellectual engagement [15,22], diet [23,24], brain
white matter hyperintensities [25] and brain white matter
integrity [26]. Many of the effects are small, and not all are
replicated. Some of these effects may in part be caused by
shared genetic effects. Much of this type of information is
obtained from studies which lack truly pre-morbid cogni-
tive ability. Such studies are unable to test for reverse cau-
sality: the possibility that it is the lifelong trait of cognitive
ability that brings about individual differences in the
putative 'cause' of cognitive ageing.
Genetic contributions to normal cognitive ageing
The Lothian Birth Cohort 1936 study will examine,
among other factors, genetic contributions to individual
differences in normal cognitive ageing [27,28]. Additive
genetic influences contribute well over half of the variance
to cognitive ability in adult humans, including in old age
[29-33]. There is evidence of a genetic contribution to cog-
nitive change within old age [34,35], but most studies suf-
fer from a poor phenotype, with cognitive change being
assessed across a small period of time.
In smaller, prior follow-up samples from the Scottish
Mental Surveys of 1932 and 1947 we reported significant
contributions to variance in normal cognitive ageing from
variation in the following genes: APOE [12], COMT [36],
PRNP [37], DISC1 [38], and BDNF [39]. APOE provided
a clear example of a genetic polymorphism that, in the
same sample was related to cognitive ability in old age but
not in youth [12]. All of these analyses used cognitive abil-
ity measures in old age adjusted for mental ability at age
11 in the Scottish Mental Survey data. Because we had
data on both childhood IQ and IQ in old age, we found
some genes to be related to both, such as NCSTN [40],
and KL [41]. Overall, there are, as yet, few replicated
genetic associations with normal cognitive ageing.
The importance of speed of information processing in 
normal cognitive ageing
There is a search for simpler psychological functions that
can account for age-related changes in higher-level, more
complex cognitive functions. Constructs such as informa-
tion processing speed, working memory, and executive
functions have been cast in this role. Each of these func-
tions is examined in the Lothian Birth Cohort 1936.
Speed of information processing is assessed in particular
detail, and at different levels of description. This construct
is often suggested as a possible mediator of age-related
changes in other cognitive functions including some
aspects of memory [42-44]. Processing speed measures
applied to human subjects range from psychometric-
behavioural type tests (e.g. the Digit Symbol subtest of the
Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scales), through cognitive-
experimental assessments (e.g. various reaction time pro-
cedures), to psychophysical procedures (e.g. inspectionPage 2 of 12
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tion processing speed is operationalised into three levels.
There are paper and pencil psychometric tests, and inspec-
tion time and reaction time measures.
Inspection time is a psychophysical measure of the effi-
ciency of early visual processing. In meta-analyses inspec-
tion time correlates moderately highly with higher-level
cognitive ability test scores, especially with those tests that
are known to be sensitive to ageing [45]. It is sensitive to
normal human ageing and there is evidence that it medi-
ates some of the effect of age on scores on psychometric
tests of higher cognitive functions [46]. It is slower in peo-
ple with mild cognitive impairment [47] and dementia
[48]. In genetic covariance analyses inspection time has
some shared, additive genetic effects with higher mental
test scores [49]. Inspection time will be used in the
Lothian Birth Cohort 1936 as a sensitive, early indicator of
more general cognitive decrements. Reaction time has
also been conceived as a lower-level indicator of process-
ing efficiency that can mediate effects of age on higher
cognitive functions [42]. Reaction time has the additional
advantage of providing measures of both speed and vari-
ability; both are sensitive to ageing from the 30s onwards
[50]. In the present study the research team will be able to
test whether molecular genetic influences on age-related
changes in a number of key cognitive domains are
accounted for by the same genes' influences on informa-
tion processing variables such as reaction time and inspec-
tion time.
The Scottish Mental Survey of 1947
The Lothian Birth Cohort 1936 comprises surviving par-
ticipants of the Scottish Mental Survey 1947 (SMS1947)
who now live in the Lothian area of Scotland. Most sub-
jects resided in Edinburgh city. On June 4th 1947 almost
all people born in 1936 and attending school in Scotland
were tested on a valid cognitive ability test. The mental
test was a version of the Moray House Test No. 12, which
was concurrently validated against the Terman-Merrill
revision of the Binet Scales [51]. There were 70,805 peo-
ple tested out of a possible 75,211 people born in 1936 in
the total population. SMS1947 survivors were at an inter-
esting age to study cognitive ageing: mostly just under 70
when recruited into the Lothian Birth Cohort 1936. The
childhood cognitive ability data provide a rarely-available
baseline from which to calculate actual, almost life-long
cognitive changes. The objectives of the study, listed
below, are as stated in the successful application for pro-
gramme grant funding from the UK charity Research Into
Ageing.
The objectives of the Lothian Birth Cohort 1936 study
1. To recruit and re-examine 1000 surviving participants
of the Scottish Mental Survey 1947.
2. To collect detailed cognitive phenotypes, including
assessments of major domains of cognitive function, and
specialised assessments of speed of information process-
ing.
3. To collect demographic, medical, and physiological
data to relate to cognitive ageing differences.
4. To collect and store DNA and examine candidate genes
for variation in normal cognitive ageing.
5. To test for genetic, medical, physiological, demographic
and other determinants of individual differences in non-
pathological cognitive ageing from age 11 to age 70.
6. To discover whether individual differences in cognition
at age 70 are substantially accounted for by individual dif-
ferences in speed of information processing.
7. To discover whether speed of information processing
mediates the genetic influences on cognition at age 70.
8. To provide a high quality study that: may be continued
as the participants grow older; and may be expanded to
include, for example, brain imaging studies and further
genetic studies.
9. To amass a uniquely valuable resource (stored pheno-
types and DNA) that will be available to other researchers
in human cognitive ageing. As candidate genes for cogni-
tive ageing emerge in the future this resource will be a key
test bed.
Methods/Design
Subjects and recruitment
Hereinafter, the Lothian Birth Cohort 1936 will be called
the LBC1936. Ethics permission for the study protocol
was obtained from the Multi-Centre Research Ethics Com-
mittee for Scotland (MREC/01/0/56) and from Lothian
Research Ethics Committee (LREC/2003/2/29). The
research was carried out in compliance with the Helsinki
Declaration. All subjects gave written, informed consent.
On behalf of the LBC1936 research team, and with the
permission of, and under the management of the Director
of Public Health for Lothian, the Lothian Health Board
identified potential participants using the Community
Health Index (CHI). This is a list of individuals in a given
area who are registered with a general medical practitioner
(GP). At any time, the CHI is not fully correct. Inaccura-
cies are due to the time necessary to update deaths or
movements into and out of an area. The Lothian Health
Board was requested by us to identify all individuals listed
on the Lothian CHI who were born in 1936; that is, indi-
viduals who might have taken part in the Scottish MentalPage 3 of 12
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in 1936 were identified on the Lothian CHI.
The initial contact with possible participants was made via
Lothian Health Board, in a letter signed by the Director of
Public Health. Researchers are not allowed to write to peo-
ple on the CHI database directly. The mailing consisted of
a letter from Lothian Health Board, an information sheet
explaining why the contact was made by Lothian Health
Board, an invitation letter written and signed by Professor
Ian Deary (LBC1936 Study Director), an explanatory leaf-
let for the LBC1936 study, and a reply slip and a pre-paid
reply envelope. The reply slip asked for normal contact
details and date of birth, country of schooling, and
schools attended. Individuals were also asked to indicate
whether they were or were not interested in hearing more
about the LBC1936 study. The reply slip was returned to
the LBC1936 research team at the University of Edin-
burgh. This allowed the first direct contact between poten-
tial participants and researchers. Individuals were invited
about 200–300 at a time (roughly according to postcode
districts) to allow the LBC1936 study team to manage the
responses efficiently.
Between June 2004 and November 2006, 3686 invitations
were sent out in this way. This is lower than the original
number of 1936-born individuals identified on the CHI
because changes in circumstances of those listed can occur
over a period of time. Of the 3686 individuals invited to
participate, 1703 responded (46.2% of those contacted)
(Figure 1). Two hundred and eighty six – or 16.8% of the
respondents – were not interested in hearing more about
the study. From the details included on the reply slip it
was possible to determine that 209 of these refusals were
from otherwise eligible individuals, 46 were ineligible, 9
were refusing for some medical reason, and 22 did not
provide the details required to ascertain their eligibility.
Sixty-six respondents did not indicate whether they were
interested or not. However, 5 detailed medical conditions
which would not allow them to participate, 2 were born
in years other than 1936, and the remaining 59 were inel-
igible due to their country of schooling. 'Interested'
responses were received from 1351 individuals (79.3% of
the responses), although 83 of these were ineligible, 11
had not taken part in the Scottish Mental Survey of 1947,
and a further 125 did not wish to participate after hearing
more about the study. That left 1132 people who were
both interested and eligible to take part in the LBC1936
study.
After 1900 individuals had been invited using the recruit-
ment process detailed above, a second invitation was sent
out to give the non-responders another chance to partici-
pate and to increase the response rate. Due to the confi-
dentiality of the CHI, it was not possible to contact only
those who had not responded to the first invitation.
Rather, all individuals invited up to that time were re-
mailed. In total, second invitations were sent to 1741
individuals (this is lower than the 1900 previously invited
due to updating of the CHI over time). From this second
invitation, 615 responses were received (35.3% of those
mailed). Seventy eight were not marked as interested or
not interested although, of these, 4 were returns from
incorrect addresses, 52 noted that they had already partic-
ipated, and 22 marked that they were ineligible. Of the
321 who responded as not interested, 44 were ineligible,
and 5 had already attended; the remaining 272 gave no
reason. Two hundred and sixteen individuals were inter-
ested, but this included 62 who were already participants
in the study, and 45 who were ineligible. A further 15 did
not wish to participate after hearing more about the study,
leaving 94 who were both interested an eligible.
Having contacted all known 1936-born individuals living
in Edinburgh and the surrounding area listed on the CHI
(including the second letter to the first 1741 individuals
invited), media advertisements were used to find any
interested and eligible participants that may have been
missed by this procedure. A call for volunteers was placed
in a freely-distributed Edinburgh weekly paper in Febru-
ary 2007, and an advertisement was placed in an Edin-
burgh-based evening newspaper in March 2007. Due to
the almost-blanket coverage of the CHI mailing, the
response to the media advert was low, generating about
97 replies. These have been included in the numbers
detailed above.
Combining both of the mailings and the media responses,
1226 individuals were interested and eligible for the
study. This is, arguably, a good response from a cold mail-
ing to a database that is imperfect and on which only a
proportion will have been in education in Scotland in the
relevant year. Eighty-five participants withdrew from the
study before they were tested, and another 50 had not
been contactable or were unable to attend an appoint-
ment before the end of testing in May 2007. In total, 1091
individuals became participants in the Lothian Birth
Cohort 1936 study and completed the tests and question-
naires, detailed below (Figure 1).
Participant Interview
All 1091 subjects were interviewed and tested individually
by a trained psychologist and a research nurse at the Well-
come Trust Clinical Research Facility at the Western Gen-
eral Hospital, Edinburgh. The interview, which included
cognitive, physical and other tests, took place in a single
visit to the Facility. The assessments that each subject
undertook are now described in the order in which they
were administered. There was a break of at least 15 min-
utes for refreshments. According to staff availability, thePage 4 of 12
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Recruitment flowchart for the Lothian Birth Cohort 1936Figure 1
Recruitment flowchart for the Lothian Birth Cohort 1936.
Initial CHI list 
3810 names 
3686 mailed 
1703 responses
46.2% of mailing
352 not interested 
or ineligible 
20.7% of response
1351 interested 
79.3% of response 
1132 eligible 
83 ineligible/medical reason
11 no MHT 
125 no longer 
interested/withdrawal before 
appointment made
1741 re-mailed
399 not interested 
or ineligible 
64.9% of response
615 responses 
35.3% of mailing
216 interested 
35.1% of response 
94 eligible 
45 ineligible/medical reason
15 no longer 
interested/withdrawal before 
appointment made 
62 already participants
1226 interested and eligible 
1091 tested 
85 withdrawals
50 not tested 
BMC Geriatrics 2007, 7:28 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/7/28position of the physical testing section was varied for
some subjects.
Introduction to the LBC1936 study and consent
Participants were acquainted with the psychologist,
reminded about the study, and given the opportunity to
ask further questions. They gave written, informed con-
sent to the study.
Social and medical history and medications
In an initial interview participants gave contact details,
education (age at leaving school, further and higher edu-
cation, and highest qualification obtained), main occupa-
tion (and that of their spouse for women), and age at
retirement. Details of overcrowding at age 11 were
obtained by asking about the number of rooms in their
house at this time and the number of people living there.
Smoking history and current alcohol consumption were
noted. Disease history and current medications were
obtained in a structured interview.
Hospital Anxiety Depression Scale
This assesses recent mood states [52]. It contains 7 items
for anxiety and 7 for depression. The maximum score on
each scale is 21, with probable anxiety or depression at
scores of 11 or over.
Cognitive tests
Mini-Mental State Examination
This is commonly used as a screening test for dementia
[53]. The maximum score is 30. Scores of less than 24 are
used by some researchers and clinicians to indicate possi-
ble dementia.
Logical Memory I
This is a test of immediate verbal declarative memory
from the Wechsler Memory Scale-IIIUK [54]. It involves the
immediate recall of a story with 25 elements which is read
aloud. Two stories are administered, with recall after each
one. The second story is administered twice. Participants
are informed that they will be asked about the stories
again later.
Verbal fluency
This task is said to assess executive function [55]. The par-
ticipant is asked to name as many words as possible
beginning with the letters C, F, and L, and is given one
minute for each letter. Proper names are not allowed and
repeated words are scored only once.
Prior cognitive ability
Two tests that estimate prior cognitive ability were admin-
istered. Both the National Adult Reading Test [56] and the
Wechsler Test of Adult Reading [57] require the partici-
pant to pronounce 50 irregular words.
Digit symbol coding
This subtest from the Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale-
IIIUK [58] was used to assess speed of information process-
ing. The participant enters a symbol according to a given
number-symbol code, completing as many as possible in
two minutes.
Backward digit span
This is a test of working memory from the WMS-IIIUK.
Increasingly-long strings of digits are read at a given rate
by the tester, and the participant repeats them backwards.
Simple and four-choice reaction time
Mean and standard deviation of simple reaction time and
four-choice reaction time were used to assess speed and
variability of simple information processing. The tasks
were administered using a stand-alone shallow rectangu-
lar box constructed for the UK Health and Lifestyle Survey
[59]. This was described in detail and illustrated previ-
ously [60]. On the top face there is a high-contrast liquid
crystal display (LCD) screen. There are five response keys
arranged in a shallow arc and numbered, from left to
right, 1, 2, 0, 3, 4. In the simple reaction time test there are
8 practice trials and 20 test trials. The participant rests the
second finger of the preferred hand on the 0 key. After a
zero appears on the LCD screen the participant presses the
key as fast as possible. The mean and standard deviation
of the 20 simple reaction time trials are calculated. The
four-choice reaction time test has 8 practice trials and 40
test trials. The participant rests the second and third fin-
gers of the left and right hands on, respectively, the keys
marked 1, 2, 3, 4. After a number appears on the LCD
screen the participant presses the appropriate key as
quickly as possible. Each of the four numbers appears ten
times, in a randomised order. Separate means and stand-
ard deviations are computed for correct and incorrect tri-
als. For both the simple and four-choice reaction time
trials there was a variable interval of between 1 and 3 sec-
onds between the participant's response and onset of the
next stimulus.
Logical Memory II
To test delayed verbal declarative memory, participants
were asked to recall as much as possible from the two sto-
ries read to them in the Logical Memory I test.
Block design
This subtest from the WAIS-IIIUK was used to assess con-
structional ability. The block design subtest requires par-
ticipants to use blocks to make specific designs. They are
given a maximum of two minutes to complete each
design.Page 6 of 12
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This is a test of verbal learning and memory from the
WMS-IIIUK. The participant is read a list of pairs which
include words having no obvious connection. They are
then given the first of the pair and asked to recall the other
word. There are eight word pairs, and the same list, in dif-
ferent orders, is administered four times.
Spatial span
This is a test of non-verbal, spatial learning and memory
from the WMS-IIIUK. The participant watches while the
tester touches the top of a number of blocks in a spatial
array. The task is to touch the same blocks in the same
order. More difficult items involve larger numbers of
blocks being touched. The task is repeated with the partic-
ipant being required to touch the blocks in the reverse
order.
Symbol search
This subtest from the WAIS-IIIUK was used to assess speed
of information processing. Each item requires the partici-
pant to examine a row of symbols to see if it contains one
of a pair of target symbols. They indicate yes or no as
quickly as possible and they complete as many items as
possible in the allotted time.
Letter-number sequencing
This subtest from the WAIS-IIIUK was used to assess work-
ing memory. Participants listen while the tester reads
mixed, and increasingly long, strings of numbers and let-
ters. They repeat them to the tester, with the numbers first,
in numerical order, and then the letters in alphabetical
order.
Matrix reasoning
This subtest from the WAIS-IIIUK was used to assess non-
verbal reasoning. In each item the participants examine a
pattern arrayed in matrix with a piece missing. The ele-
ments of the matrix are arrayed according to rules. The
task is to work out the rules, apply them to find out what
the missing piece should look like, and choose the correct
piece from the answer options.
Verbal paired associates delay
Without the pairs being read out again, participants are
given the first word from each pair and asked to recall the
second one. After this test, the physical examination was
conducted and the blood samples were taken (see below).
Inspection time
This is a two-alternative, forced choice, backward mask-
ing, visual discrimination task. It was used to assess speed
of elementary visual processing. The inspection time task
was replicated as closely as possible from the one
described in a previous study [61], but with a longer
instruction period and more practice trials. The partici-
pants were required to make a simple visual discrimina-
tion: to indicate, with no pressure on response time,
which of two parallel, vertical lines of markedly different
lengths was longer. The inspection time test was con-
structed, run, and analyzed using E-Prime (Psychology
Software Tools, Pittsburgh, PA). The stimulus lines were 5
cm for the longer line and 2.5 cm for the shorter line. They
were joined at the top with a 2.5 cm crossbar. The lines
were about 1.6 mm wide. The backward mask was con-
structed of a jumble of vertical lines 1.6 mm wide that
overwrote the vertical lines in the stimulus. Participants
were seated comfortably, with their eyes about 75 cm
from a computer screen, though this was not fixed. A
small fixation cross preceded the stimulus. This cue lasted
500 ms, and there was a blank interval of 800 ms between
cue offset and stimulus onset. Ten trials were presented at
each of 15 durations (rounded to the nearest millisec-
ond): 6, 12, 19, 25, 31, 37, 44, 50, 62, 75, 87, 100, 125,
150, and 200. The backward mask lasted 500 ms. All stim-
uli were presented on a computer screen running at a ver-
tical refresh rate of 160 Hz. On each trial, after mask
offset, participants indicated the position of the longer
line by pressing 1 (with the index finger of the right hand
for 'left') or 2 (with the middle finger of the right hand for
'right') on the number pad of a computer keyboard. The
correctness of each response was noted.
Moray House Test No. 12
This was taken at about age 11 on June 4th in the Scottish
Mental Survey of 1947 [51]. It was re-administered when
participants were seen again at about age 70, using the
same instructions and 45-minute time limit. Only two
small changes were made to items whose content had
become archaic [10]. The test is often referred to as a 'ver-
bal' or 'verbal reasoning' test. However, the test has items
of a variety of types: following directions (14 items),
same-opposites (11), word classification (10), analogies
(8), practical items (6), reasoning (5), proverbs (4), arith-
metic (4), spatial items (4), mixed sentences (3), cypher
decoding (2), and other items (4). A score of 76 was the
maximum possible in the Moray House Test (MHT). With
the collaboration of the SCRE, records from the original
SMS1947 ledgers (held at the SCRE Centre's office in the
University of Glasgow) containing MHT scores were
checked to ensure a complete and accurate electronic
index of individuals who sat the MHT. The SMS1947 data-
base was used to obtain the MHT scores for all partici-
pants who attended the LBC1936 study and gave
permission.
Physical examination and interview
This recorded: height; weight; corrected and uncorrected
visual acuity in the right and left eyes using a Snellen
chart; the time to walk 6 m; ability to stand from sitting;Page 7 of 12
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scale to assess activities of daily living [62]; sitting and
standing systolic and diastolic blood pressure using an
Omron 705IT monitor; lung function assessing peak
expiratory flow rate, forced expiratory volume in 1 s, and
forced vital capacity (each the best of three), using a Micro
Medical Spirometer; grip strength in the right and left
hand using a North Coast Hydraulic Hand Dynamometer
(JAMAR); and date of the menopause for women.
Blood samples
Blood samples were taken for: DNA extraction from white
blood cells; red and white blood cells and plasma, and for
peripheral blood leucocyte immortalisation; full blood
count, red cell folate and glycated haemoglobin (HbA1c);
basic blood biochemistry, creatinine, lipid profile, thyrox-
ine (T3, T4), thyroid stimulating hormone, albumin; a
coagulation screen; and C-reactive protein.
LBC1936 Study Questionnaire
Participants were asked to fill in questionnaires after their
clinic visit and return these to the study team using a
stamped addressed envelope provided. Participants were
sent a reminder if the questionnaires had not been
received within 6 weeks of their clinic visit. As the ques-
tionnaires were received into the office they were checked
for missing or ambiguous answers (e.g. marking two
responses instead of one) and corrections sent to the par-
ticipant. These were generally promptly returned. The
LBC1936 Study Questionnaire is a 20-page questionnaire
booklet arranged in 5 sections, covering various aspects of
the participants' lives.
LBC1936 Study Questionnaire Section 1
This was entitled 'Your Family' and asked questions relat-
ing to the participants' sociodemographic background,
including parents' jobs, education & morbidity, the birth-
place of their parents and grandparents and details relat-
ing to their children's year of birth, sex, education &
occupation.
LBC1936 Study Questionnaire Section 2
This related to activities and consisted firstly of two ques-
tions relating to their general level of physical activity: this
was assessed on a 6-point scale from movement associ-
ated with necessary (household) chores to keep-fit/heavy
exercise or competitive sport, an item based on previous
research [63]. Participants were then asked to indicate
how many days in an average month they took part (for
more than 20 minutes at a time) in any vigorous sport or
physical exercise. The second part of this section consisted
of a measure of their participation in a selection of 15
intellectual and social activities, drawn from those most
commonly used in previous work in the field [64,65].
These included, for example, visits to the library, watching
television, visits to friends or family or trips to the theatre
or sporting events, and the frequency of participation was
measured on a 5-point scale (from every day to less than
once a year/never). Additional spaces were provided for
participants to note activities in which they took part but
that weren't listed in the table. Participants were then
asked to provide details of lifelong learning experiences
they had had in three broad categories: compulsory train-
ing related to their working lives, voluntary learning activ-
ities since school, and any recent learning activities.
LBC1936 Study Questionnaire Section 3
This incorporated two well-validated personality invento-
ries: the IPIP and the NEO-FFI. The IPIP Big-Five Factor
markers is a 50 or 100-item inventory that can be freely
downloaded from the internet for use in research [66].
The current study made use of the 50-item version consist-
ing of 10 items for each of the Big-Five personality factors:
Extraversion (E), Agreeableness (A), Conscientiousness
(C), Emotional Stability (ES) and Intellect (I). For each of
the items, which are in sentence fragment form (e.g., "Am
the life of the party"), "I" was added at the beginning so
that the items would be easier to read, and more closely
match the other inventories used. Participants were
requested to read each of the 50 items and then rate how
well they believed it described them on a 5-point scale
(very inaccurate to very accurate). The NEO Five Factor
Inventory [67] is a 60-item inventory consisting of 12
items each for the 5 factors: Neuroticism (N), Extraversion
(E), Openness (O), Agreeableness (A) and Conscientious-
ness (C). Participants were asked to mark each item on a
5-point scale (strongly disagree to strongly agree) accord-
ing to how well it described them.
LBC1936 Study Questionnaire Section 4
This aimed to measure participants' satisfaction with their
lives. The WHOQOL-100 Quality of Life Assessment was
developed by a group of WHO collaborators in 15 inter-
national field centres simultaneously to produce an
assessment of an individual's quality of life beyond their
physical health that would be applicable cross-culturally.
The WHOQOL-BREF was developed using data from this
as an abbreviated version for use in, for example, large
epidemiological studies where quality of life is only one
variable of interest. It produces scores for four domains
related to quality of life: physical health, psychological,
social relationships and environment as well as one facet
on overall quality of life and general health, and has been
shown to demonstrate good validity, consistency and reli-
ability [68]. The WHOQOL-BREF was used in the
LBC1936 study for its brevity and conciseness and all but
one of the 26 questions was utilised; the question regard-
ing participants' sex lives was not deemed appropriate for
this age group.Page 8 of 12
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This section ('Support from others') assessed the social
support and network characteristics in the LBC1936. The
structural characteristics of the participant's social net-
work were first assessed; they were asked about their cur-
rent living arrangement and how long they had lived in
this situation, and the number of 'close' friends and rela-
tives they could depend on. The latter item was adapted
from previous research [69-71]. The presence or absence
of a confidant (providing emotional support), and the
presence or absence of someone to provide practical sup-
port/assistance was then assessed, with the adequacy of
the latter item also recorded. These 3 items were adapted
from a previous study [69]. Participants were then asked
to indicate whether they had had social interaction with a
family member and a friend in the past 2 weeks, how
often they themselves felt lonely at the present time and
whether or not they felt they had someone they could talk
to when they had problems. The perceived availability of,
and satisfaction with, six specified types of social support
received were then assessed. These items were adapted
from the Social Support Questionnaire-Short Form [72]
based on item wordings used in previous research [68].
For each item (for example, "How often were there people
you could really count on to be dependable when you
needed help?"), participants were required to report how
frequently people were available to provide the specified
type of support on a 5-point scale (from all of the time to
none of the time). Participants then stated how satisfied
they were with this level of support on a 6-point scale
(from very satisfied to very dissatisfied).
Food Frequency Questionnaire
Participants were given a diet questionnaire to complete
and return alongside the LBC1936 Study Questionnaire.
The Scottish Collaborative Group Food Frequency Ques-
tionnaire, version 7.0, was used [73]. This consists of a list
of 175 items of food or drink presented in 23 sections.
Participants were asked to indicate how often they con-
sumed a pre-determined measure of each of these items
over the last 2–3 months, ranging from 'rarely or never'
through to '7+ a day'. Supplementary questions were
included to clarify consumption of various items includ-
ing bread, sugar, spreads and oils, vitamins, minerals and
food supplements, and foods not included elsewhere in
the questionnaire. The Food Frequency Questionnaires
were sent to the University of Aberdeen for nutrient
extraction, and the data then added into the overall anal-
ysis.
Data checking
Clinic visit data
On completion of data entry, a sample of 100 of the com-
plete LBC1936 clinic visit packs (containing demo-
graphic, cognitive testing and medical data information)
were checked in their entirety against their respective
entries in the SPSS database to ensure accuracy of data
entry. We found insufficient errors in the sample of 100 to
warrant a complete data entry check. All have been kept in
a data log book. There were errors of entry in 30 out of
22,400 cells (0.13%; 100 subjects each with 224 columns
of data). Errors were mostly small, numerical errors in
cognitive test scores, blood results and medical data (e.g.
height and lung function). In several cases the error
occurred after a decimal point. There were no systematic
errors. All errors and discrepancies found were noted in a
log, checked and amended on the SPSS database.
Questionnaire data
A sample of 100 LBC1936 questionnaires (containing
family history, personality and social items) were checked
against our records to ensure accuracy of data entry. We
found insufficient errors (about 45) in the sample of 100
questionnaire entries to warrant a complete data entry
check. There were 41 errors of entry in 34,500 cells
(0.12%; 100 subjects each with 345 columns of data), and
7 cells with missing information. The main data entry
errors were found in cells containing data from the IPIP
and NEO sections of the questionnaires, where individual
item responses coded as 1, 2, 3, 4, or 5 were sometimes
discrepant by one point, e.g. a 4 instead of a 5. There were
no systematic errors. All errors and discrepancies found
were checked and amended on the SPSS database, and
entered into a data log book.
Once the SPSS databases had been checked and updated,
frequencies were run on all numerical input to ensure that
all results were within the appropriate scales, and any
errors were checked against the original, handwritten
datasheets and corrected as necessary.
DNA quality control
Monthly reports generated by the Wellcome Trust Clinical
Research Facility Genetics Core at the Western General
Hospital Edinburgh, containing up-to-date information
for blood work performed on LBC1936 samples, includ-
ing LBC number, name, date of birth, and date of attend-
ance, were checked against records to ensure consistency
and discrepancies were verified and forwarded to the
Genetics Core for amendment. The results of DNA sex-
typing analysis, performed by the Genetics Core for all
samples, were cross-matched to the LBC1936 databases to
confirm that correct labelling of samples had taken place.
This revealed several errors, four of which were caused by
mixing-up of pairs of blood tubes at the extraction or
labelling stage. These were rectified by re-analysis or the
provision of a second sample from those participants.Page 9 of 12
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The present protocol is being reported at the point where
the data have been collected and checked. In discussing
this protocol we refer back to the nine research objectives
which were stated in the application for funds to Research
Into Ageing. Research objectives 1 to 4 have been achieved
by the completion of data collection according to this pro-
tocol. The LBC1936 data will now be used to test the
hypotheses stated in research objectives 5 to 7. Research
objective 8 has been achieved by obtaining further sup-
port, from Help the Aged's Disconnected Mind project, to
continue examining the LBC1936 in subsequent waves.
Research objective 9 has been achieved by there now
being a resource that may be used by other researchers.
A particular strength of the study is the availability of well-
validated mental ability test scores at age 11, and the fact
that these scores can be compared with the entire popula-
tion of Scotland born in 1936 and attending schools in
Scotland in June 1947. The important domains of cogni-
tive functioning have been examined: reasoning, mem-
ory, speed of information processing, and executive
function. There are especially rich data on speed of infor-
mation processing and memory. There are rich data on
social and biological factors as possible contributors to
individual differences in lifetime cognitive ageing.
List of abbreviations used
CHI: Community Health Index
IPIP: International Personality Item Pool
LBC1936: Lothian Birth Cohort 1936
LCD: liquid crystal display
MHT: Moray House Test
SCRE: Scottish Council for Research in Education.
SMS1947: Scottish Mental Survey 1947
WAIS-IIIUK: Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale-IIIUK
WHOQOL: World Health Organisation Quality of Life
WMS-IIIUK: Wechsler Memory Scale-IIIUK
Competing interests
The author(s) declare that they have no competing inter-
ests.
Authors' contributions
The principal investigator on the Lothian Birth Cohort
1936 grant was IJD, and JMS, VW, HC, LJW, DJP and PV
were co-investigators. The investigators designed the
study, with IJD and JMS taking principal responsibility for
compiling the psychological and medical phenotypes,
respectively. MDT and IJD revised the protocol for testing
subjects. AJG contributed to the LBC1936 Study Ques-
tionnaire design. MDT, AJG, JC, CB and CC collected,
entered and checked the data. IJD drafted the article, with
sections contributed by AG, JC and CB. All authors read
and contributed to revising the article.
Acknowledgements
We thank the LBC1936 cohort members. We thank the study Secretary 
Paula Davies. We thank Caroline Cameron for some data collection and 
data entry. We thank the nurses and other staff at the Wellcome Trust 
Clinical Research Facility where the data were collected. We thank student 
voluntary research associates who helped with some data entry. We thank 
the staff at Lothian Health Board, and the staff at the SCRE Centre, Univer-
sity of Glasgow. The research was supported by a programme grant from 
Research Into Ageing. The research continues with programme grants from 
Help the Aged/Research Into Ageing and the Medical Research Council. IJD 
is the recipient of a Royal Society-Wolfson Research Merit Award.
References
1. House of Lords: Ageing: scientific aspects London, UK, The Stationery
Office; 2005. 
2. Martin GM: Defeating dementia.  Nature 2004, 431:247-248.
3. Stern PC, Carstensen LL: The aging mind Washington, DC, National
Academy Press; 2000. 
4. Melzer D, McWilliams B, Brayne C, Johnson T, Bond J: Profile of dis-
ability in elderly people: estimates from a longitudinal popu-
lation study.  BMJ 1999, 318(7191):1108-1111.
5. Petersen RC, Doody R, Kurz A, Mohs RC, Morris JC, Rabins PV,
Ritchie K, Rossor M, Thal L, Winblad B: Current concepts in mild
cognitive impairment.  Arch Neurology 2001, 58:1985-1992.
6. Hedden T, Gabrieli JDE: Insights into the ageing mind: a view
from cognitive neuroscience.  Nat Rev Neurosci 2004, 5:87-96.
7. Wilson RS, Beckett LA, Barnes LL, Schneider JA, Bach J, Evans DA,
Bennett DA: Individual differences in rates of change in cogni-
tive abilities of older persons.  Psychol Aging 2002, 17:179-193.
8. Deary IJ, Whiteman MC, Starr JM, Whalley LJ, Fox HC: The impact
of childhood intelligence on later life: following up the Scot-
tish Mental Surveys of 1932 and 1947.  J Pers Soc Psychol 2004,
86:130-147.
9. Mattson MP, Chan SL, Duan W: Modification of brain aging and
neurodegenerative disorders by genes, diet and behaviour.
Physiol Rev 2002, 82:637-672.
10. Deary IJ, Whalley LJ, Lemmon H, Crawford JR, Starr JM: The stabil-
ity of individual differences in mental ability from childhood
to old age: follow-up of the 1932 Scottish Mental Survey.
Intelligence 2000, 28:49-55.
11. Anstey K, Christensen H: Education, activity, health, blood
pressure and Apolipoprotein E as predictors of cognitive
change in old age: a review.  Gerontology 2000, 46:163-177.
12. Deary IJ, Whiteman MC, Pattie A, Starr JM, Hayward C, Wright AF,
Carothers A, Whalley LJ: Cognitive change and the APOE e4
allele.  Nature 2002, 418:932.
13. Fillit HM, Butler RN, O'Connell AW, Albert MS, Birren JE, Cotman
CW, Greenough WT, Gold PE, Kramer AF, Kuller LH, Perls TT,
Sahagan BG, Tully T: Achieving and maintaining cognitive vital-
ity with aging.  Mayo Clin Proc 2002, 77:681-696.
14. Hendrie HC, Albert MS, Butters MA, Gao S, Knopman DS, Launer LJ:
The NIH Cognitive and Emotional Health Project: report of
the Critical Evaluation Study Committee.  Alzheimers Dement
2006, 2:12-32.
15. Richards M, Hardy R, Wadsworth MEJ: Does active leisure pro-
tect cognition? Evidence from a national birth cohort.  Soc Sci
Med 2003, 56:785-792.Page 10 of 12
(page number not for citation purposes)
BMC Geriatrics 2007, 7:28 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/7/2816. Whalley LJ, Fox HC, Starr JM, Deary IJ: Childhood IQ, smoking
and cognitive change from age 11 to 64 years.  Addict Behav
2005, 30:77-88.
17. Deary IJ, Whalley LJ, Batty GD, Starr JM: Physical fitness and life-
time cognitive change.  Neurology 2006, 67:1195-1200.
18. Etnier JL, Nowell PM, Landers DM, Sibley BA: A meta-regression
to examine the relationship between aerobic fitness and cog-
nitive performance.  Brain Res Rev 2006, 52:119-130.
19. Schaie KW, Willis SL, Caskie GI: The Seattle Longitudinal Study:
relationship between personality and cognition.  Neuropsychol
Dev Cogn B Aging Neuropsychol Cogn 2004, 11:304-324.
20. Schaie KW: Developmental influences on adult intelligence: The Seattle
Longitudinal Study Oxford, UK, Oxford University Press; 2005. 
21. Rafnsson SB, Deary IJ, Smith F, Whiteman MC, Fowkes FGR: Cardi-
ovascular diseases and decline in cognitive function in an eld-
erly community population: the Edinburgh Artery Study.
Psychosom Med 2007, 69:425-434.
22. Wang JYJ, Zhou DHD, Li j, Zhang J, Deng J, Tang M, Gao C, Li J, Lian
Y, Chen M: Leisure activity and risk of cognitive impairment:
the Chongqing aging study.  Neurology 2006, 66:911-913.
23. Greenwood CE, Winocur G: High-fat diets, insulin resistance
and declining cognitive function.  Neurobiol Aging 2005, 26 Suppl
1:42-45.
24. Morris MC, Evans DA, Tangney CC, Bienias JL, Wilson RS: Fish con-
sumption and cognitive decline with age in a large commu-
nity study.  Arch Neurol 2005, 62(12):1849-1853.
25. Deary IJ, Leaper SA, Murray AD, Staff RT, Whalley LJ: Cerebral
White matter abnormalities and lifetime cognitive change:
A 67 year follow up of the Scottish Mental Survey 1932.  Psy-
chol Aging 2003, 18:140-148.
26. Deary IJ, Bastin ME, Pattie A, Clayden JD, Whalley LJ, Starr JM, Ward-
law JM: White matter integrity and cognition in childhood
and old age.  Neurology 2006, 66:505-512.
27. Deary IJ, Wright AF, Harris SE, Whalley LJ, Starr JM: Searching for
genetic influences on normal cognitive ageing.  Trends Cogn Sci
2004, 8:178-184.
28. Payton A: Investigating cognitive genetics and its implications
for the treatment of cognitive deficit.  Genes Brain Behav 2006,
1(Suppl. 1):44-53.
29. Deary IJ, Spinath FM, Bates TC: Genetics of intelligence.  Eur J
Hum Genet 2006, 14:690-700.
30. Finkel D, Pedersen NL, McLearn GE, Plomin R, Berg S: Cross-
sequential analysis of genetic influences on cognitive ability
in the Swedish adoption/twin study of ageing.  Aging Neuropsy-
chol Cogn 1996, 3:84-99.
31. Pedersen NL, Plomin R, Nesselroade JR, McClearn GE: A quantita-
tive genetic analysis of cognitive abilities during the second
half of the lifespan.  Psychol Sci 1992, 3:346-353.
32. Petrill SA, Plomin R, Berg S, Johansson B, Pedersen NL, Ahern F,
McClearn GE: The genetic and environmental relationship
between general and specific cognitive abilities in twins age
80 and older.  Psychol Sci 1998, 9:183-189.
33. McClearn GE, Johansson B, Berg S, Pedersen NL, Ahern F, Petrill SA,
Plomin R: Substantial genetic influence on cognitive abilities
in twins 80 or more years old.  Science 1997, 276:1560-1563.
34. Christensen K, Gaist D, Vaupel JW, McGue M: Genetic contribu-
tion to rate of change in functional abilities among Danish
twins ages 75 years or more.  Am J Epidem 2002, 155:132-139.
35. McArdle JJ, Prescott CA, Hamagami F, Horn JL: A contemporary
method for developmental-genetic analyses of age changes
in intellectual abilities.  Dev Neuropsychol 1998, 14:69-114.
36. Harris SE, Wright AF, Hayward C, Starr JM, Whalley LJ, Deary IJ: The
functional COMT polymorphism, Val158Met, is associated
with Logical Memory and the personality trait intelligence/
imagination in a cohort of healthy 79 year olds.  Neurosci Lett
2005, 385:1-6.
37. Kachiwala SJ, Harris SE, Wright AF, Hayward C, Starr JM, Whalley LJ,
Deary IJ: Genetic influences on oxidative stress and their asso-
ciation with normal cognitive ageing.  Neurosci Lett 2005,
386:116-120.
38. Thomson PA, Harris SE, Starr JM, Whalley LJ, Porteous DJ, Deary IJ:
Association between genotype at an exonic SNP in DISC1
and normal cognitive ageing.  Neurosci Lett 2005, 389:41-45.
39. Harris SE, Fox H, Wright AF, Hayward C, Starr JM, Whalley LJ, Deary
IJ: The brain derived neurotrophic factor polymorphism is
associated with age-related change in reasoning skills.  Mol
Psychiat 2006, 11:505-513.
40. Deary IJ, Hamilton G, Hayward C, Whalley LJ, Powell J, Starr JM,
Lovestone S: Nicastrin gene polymorphisms, cognitive ability
level and cognitive ageing.  Neurosci Lett 2005, 373:110-114.
41. Deary IJ, Harris SE, Fox HC, Hayward C, Wright AF, Starr JM, Whal-
ley LJ: KLOTHO genotype and cognitive ability in childhood
and old age in the same individuals.  Neurosci Lett 2005,
378:22-27.
42. Salthouse TA: The processing-speed theory of adult age differ-
ences in cognition.  Psychol Rev 1996, 103:403-428.
43. Salthouse TA: Aging and measures of processing speed.  Biol Psy-
chol 2000, 54:35-54.
44. Zimprich D, Martin M: Can longitudinal changes in processing
speed explain longitudinal age changes in fluid intelligence?
Psychol Aging 2002, 17:690-695.
45. Grudnik JL, Kranzler JH: Meta-analysis of the realtionship
between intelligence and inspection time.  Intelligence 2001,
29:523-535.
46. Nettelbeck T, Rabbitt PMA: Aging, cognitive performance, and
mental speed.  Intelligence 1992, 16:189-205.
47. Bonney KR, Almeida OP, Flicker L, Davies S, Clarnette R, Anderson
M, Lautenschlager NT: Inspection time in non-demented older
adults with mild cognitive impairment.  Neuropsychologia 2006,
44:1452-1456.
48. Deary IJ, Hunter R, Langan SJ, Goodwin GM: Inspection time, psy-
chometric intelligence and clinical estimates of cognitive
ability in presenile Alzheimer's disease and Korsakoff's psy-
chosis.  Brain 1991, 114:2543-2554.
49. Luciano M, Smith GA, Wright MJ, Geffen GM, Geffen LB, Martin NG:
On the heritability of inspection time and its covariance with
IQ: a twin study.  Intelligence 2001, 29:443-457.
50. Der G, Deary IJ: Reaction time age changes and sex differences
in adulthood. Results from a large, population based study:
the UK Health and Lifestyle Survey.  Psychol Aging 2006,
21:62-73.
51. Scottish Council for Research in Education: The trend of Scottish intel-
ligence: A comparison of the 1947 and 1932 surveys of the intelligence of
eleven-year-old pupils London, UK, University of London Press; 1949. 
52. Zigmond AS, Snaith RP: The Hospital Anxiety and Depression
Scale.  Acta Psychiatr Scand 1983, 67:361-370.
53. Folstein MF, Folstein SE, McHugh PR: Mini-Mental State: A prac-
tical method for grading the cognitive state of patients for
the clinician.  J Psychiat Res 1975, 12:189-198.
54. Wechsler D: WMS-IIIUK administration and scoring manual London,
UK, Psychological Corporation; 1998. 
55. Lezak M: Neuropsychological testing Oxford, UK, Oxford University
Press; 2004. 
56. Nelson HE, Willison JR: National Adult Reading Test (NART) Test Manual
(Part II) Windsor, UK: NFER-Nelson; 1991. 
57. Holdnack JA: WTAR: Wechsler Test of Adult Reading manual San Anto-
nio, TX, Psychological Corporation; 2001. 
58. Wechsler D: WAIS-IIIUK administration and scoring manual London,
UK, Psychological Corporation; 1998. 
59. Cox BD, Huppert FA, Whichelow MJ: The health and lifestyle survey:
seven years on Aldershot, UK, Dartmouth; 1993. 
60. Deary IJ, Der G, Ford G: Reaction times and intelligence differ-
ences: a population-based cohort study.  Intelligence 2001,
29:389-399.
61. Deary IJ, Simonotto E, Meyer M, Marshall A, Marshall I, Goddard N,
Wardlaw JM: The functional anatomy of inspection time: an
event-related fMRI study.  NeuroImage 2004, 22:1466-1479.
62. Townsend P: Poverty in the United Kingdom: a survey of household
resources and standards of living Harmondsworth, Penguin; 1979. 
63. Hirvensalo M, Lampinen P, Rantanen T: Physical exercise in old
age. an eight-year- follow-up study on involvement, motives,
and obstacles among persons age 65–84.  J Aging Phys Act 1998,
6:157-168.
64. Wilson RS, Bennett DA, Bienias JL, Aggarwal NT, Mendes de Leon
CF, Morris MC, Schneider JA, Evans DA: Cognitive activity and
incident AD in a population-based sample of older persons.
Neurology 2002, 59:1910-1914.
65. Hultsch DF, Hertzog C, Small BJ, Dixon RA: Use it or lose it:
engaged lifestyle as a buffer of cognitive decline in aging?  Psy-
chol Aging 1999, 14:245-63.
66. Website title   [http://ipip.ori.org/]Page 11 of 12
(page number not for citation purposes)
BMC Geriatrics 2007, 7:28 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/7/28Publish with BioMed Central   and  every 
scientist can read your work free of charge
"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for 
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."
Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK
Your research papers will be:
available free of charge to the entire biomedical community
peer reviewed and published immediately upon acceptance
cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central 
yours — you keep the copyright
Submit your manuscript here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
BioMedcentral
67. Costa PT, McCrae RR: NEO PI-R Professional Manual Odessa, FL, Psy-
chological Assessment Resources; 1992. 
68. WHOQOL Group: Development of the World Health Organ-
ization WHOQOL-BREF Quality of Life Assessment.  Psychol
Med 1998, 28:551-558.
69. Seeman TE, Berkman LF: Structural characteristics of social net-
works and their relationship with social support in the eld-
erly: who provides support.  Soc Sci Med 1988, 26:737-749.
70. Bassuk SS, Glass TA, Berkman LF: Social disengagement and inci-
dent cognitive decline in community dwelling elderly per-
sons.  Ann Intern Med 1999, 131:165-173.
71. Sherbourne CD, Stewart AL: The MOS Social Support Survey.
Soc Sci Med 1991, 32:705-714.
72. Sarason IG, Sarason BR, Shearin EN, Pierce GR: A Brief Measure of
Social Support: Practical and Theoretical Implications.  J Soc
Pers Relat 1987, 4:497-510.
73. Masson LF, McNeill G, Tomany JO, Simpson JA, Peace HS, Wei L,
Grubb DA, Bolton-Smith C: Statistical approaches for assessing
the relative validity of a food-frequency questionnaire: use of
correlation coefficients and the kappa statistic.  Public Health
Nutr 2003, 6:313-321.
Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed
here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/7/28/prepubPage 12 of 12
(page number not for citation purposes)
